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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-41 are presented for examination; claims 1, 14, 22, 33, 40, and 41. The 
Office acknovyledges the preliminary amendment adding claim 41. 

i '• t 

Claim RejMions ■ 35 use § 101 

2, 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

' : Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
• ' '■ matter, or any new and useful improverhent thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
■ >' ' cohditions and requirements of this title'. 

Claim 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claim is not statutory. The 
claim is a means-plus-fuhction claim and as such can be implemented in software alone 
(specification, U 87). As such, the "system" is merely an interrelationship of software 
icbmpoh4nts, and is merely software, per se and fails to establish a statutory category of 
invention. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

;3- ; The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

; (e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
; anbther filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
' ; granted On an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
V : applicant ifor patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
] 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposjes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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:;;..! ■ ; 

eiaims 1 , 2. 7, 9, 10, 14, 15, 20-23, 27-29, 33, 34, and 38-41 are rejected under 

35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Shinohara (US 2002/0132608) (cited by 

applicant in IDS). 



4. : Referring to claim 1 , Shinohara discloses a method of exchanging multimedia 
data between a multimedia device (i.e. temninal 20) and a network (i.e. network 60), 
qomprising: 

digitally, coupling a communication device (i.e. telephone 10) to the multimedia 
devide (Figure 1 ; H 35); 

storing, on a data store (i.e. MMS user database server 30) accessible via the 
network (i.e. network 60) , a profile (i.6. data) of the communications device (i.e. mobile 
telephone 10i^),.the profile adapted to include a description of multimedia capabilities of 
the njultimedia device (i.e. extension of the range of formats that each of the mobile 
telephones can receive.. .the current connection of external terminal 20i to mobile 
telephone 10i enables the reception of not only multimedia data of format 1 , but of 
multimedia data, media data of formal; 2, that includes video data of format V2. The 
iarrows in FIG. 4 indicate that the medja type is the same as the media type of format 1) 
(Figure 4; 1139-40); 

accessing the profile for purposes of formatting the multimedia data via a network 

> ; ■ 

entity (i:^. results of the determination: as to what the receiver formats can be received) 
(e.g. abstract); 
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: formatting the multimedia data (i.e. multimedia message) via the network entity 
!(i..e. transmitting entity) based on the profile so that the data is compatible with the 
multimedia device (i.e. based on the detennination, alter the message to conform to the 
format the receiver can receive) (e.g. abstract); and 

' i ' ' . i 1 • i 

; exchanging the multimedia dat^ between the multimedia device and the network 
via the communications device (i.e. transmission and reception of data) (e.g. abstract; 
1154). 



!5.. I R^ferririg to claim 2, Shinohara' discloses the multimedia device comprises an 
audio pislyback device (i.e. format 2 is capable of playing the media type of "audio") or a 
television (the Office construes any device which is capable of playing motion video a 
television, such as the terminal which is capable of playing a different version of video 
file) (Fi^iiire 4; ;11 38-42). 

6. Referring to claim 7, Shinohara discloses the network entity comprises a MMSC 

(Ke. multimedia message service) (Figure 1; H 10). 

, i •:: i ■ I 

7. Referring to claims 9 and 10, Shinohara discloses the communication device 
comprises a wireless mobile terminal (i.e. a mobile telephone 10) (Figure 1). 

k • * ' i 

^8. • Claims; 14, 15, 20-23, 27-29, 33, 34, and 38-41 are rejected for similar reasons 
as stated above. 
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I = Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

i (a)' A patent may not be obtained thougfi the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

; forth in sjection 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 

I ih6 prioriart are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 

: invention was made to a person having: ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 

' Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Shinohara. 

''.! "■ I ' 

;: 1 ; 

10. '■ Referring to claim 8, Shinohara discloses the invention substantively as 
described in claim 1 . Shinohara does not explicitly disclose that when the terminal is 

uncoupled from the mot>ile telephone, the profile is updated to remove the description of 

' ■ ; ■ I 

; • • • I 

'the nriultimedija capabilities of the multimedia device, however does disclose that if a 
termihal connects to a mobile telephohe, the new information regarding the processing 
capabilities can be automatically transmitted from the mobile telephone to the MMS 
user database server (H 42). One of brdinary skill in the art would know that a terminal 
can disc(|)nnebt if it can connect to a particular terminal, and, based, on the information 
disclosed in Shinohara, the telephone would be able to notify the MMS user database 
server of the new information regarding the processing capabilities (i.e. the removal of 
the particular version and foniriats). . 

: I I ' ' 

J ■ « . • ! i 

1 1 . Claim 19 is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
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J Claims 3-6, 16-18, 24-26, and 35-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Shinohara in view of Coussement (US 2002/01 14278). 



.12. ' Referring to claini 3, Shinohara; discloses the invention as described in claim 1 . 
.Shinohara do^s not explicitly state the particular format of the device profile. In 
analogous art, Coussement discloses janother terminal capability detemiination system 
which discloses the profile comprises an XML formatted document (H 21). It would have 
been 'obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to substitute the profile format used in 
jSjhinphaiia with the profile format described in Coussement in order to provide the 
benefits commonly known to the use of XML. such as the ability to define values to be 
usedjn the profife, thereby tailoring thfe system to the user's liking. 



!T3. I Referring to claim 4, Shinohara' discloses the invention as described in claim 1. 
Shinohara does not explicitly disclose ithe particular format of the device profile. In 
analogous art, Coussenrient discloses another terminal capability determination system 
whiclTi discloses the profile comprises a user/agent profile (H 21). It would have been 
?obvidus to one of ordinary skill in the art to substitute the profile fomiat used in 
Shinohara with the profile forhiat described in Coussement in order to provide the 
benefits comrtiorily known to the use of XML, such as the ability to define values to be 
usediinithe profile, thereby tailoring the system to the user's liking. 

:' ' \ \ I- ■ ' ■ • 
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1'4. Referring to claim 5, Shinohara-Coussement discloses the use of a Profile-Diff 
header in a message sent to the data store in order to update the profile information (i.e. 
:sjnce Go:UsseiTient discloses the use of CC/PP repository, it inherently discloses the use 
of a Profile-Diff header since this is defined as part of the CC/PP exchange protocol, 
see Ohto et al; "CC/PP exchange protocol based on HTTP Extension Framework" W3C 
Njotej24 June 1999) (1121). 

15. Referring to claim 6, Shinohara discloses the invention as described in claim 1 . 
Shinohara does not explicitly disclose the particular format of the device repository. In 
analogous art,; Coussement discloses another terminal capability determination system 
'Which discloses the use of a CC/PP repository (H 21). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to substrtute the profile repository of Shinohara with the 
profile repository used in Coussement in order to provide the benefits commonly known 
to the use of CC/PP repository, such as providing a standardized mechanism and 

" ; i i: '■ ■ • ^ 

profile format for servers to be aware of device capability information. 

;• ■! ■ ^ ■ • 

■ ■ . 1 i 

16. ' Claims 16-18, 24^26, 35-37 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 



Claims 11-13, and 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Shinohara in view of Hwang (US 2003/0126239). 
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17. Referring to claim 1 1 , Shinohai^a discloses the invention substantively as 
described in claim 1 . Shinohara further discloses an interface unit performs 
transmission/reception of data to/from the teminal device and the mobile telephone ffl 

; ' I ' I ■ 

54-56), however does not explicitly disclose the actual protocols or formats used to 
transfer data between the mobile teleiihone and the terminal device. In analogous art, 
Hwang discloses another communications network which utilizes UPnP to communicate 

between: a gatieway device (i.e. mobile communications terminal) and various devices 

■■!'!': ' 

(Figures 12, 5,;and 6; H 10, 28, 44-46). i It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 

' . ! i . . . i 

skill in the art to substitute the communications unit between the mobile telephone and 
the terminal of Shinohara with the UPnP network interface described in Hwang in order 
to^realiie the benefits of using UPnP for communications, specifically to provide a 

^ :•- • i •:■ i : : ' • ' 

|C6mmon| protocol for making various devices having different standard specifications 
ifiterface with each other by expanding the existing plug and play function as described 
in Hwang 6). : 

'ill ' i , ' . ■ 

: . ' : ! . 1 ■ • : 

; 1 . ■ i " I • ■ : 1 

' j i ■ ' j 

;18: i Referring to claim 12, Shinohara-Hwang discloses the mobile communications 
device acts as an Internet gateway device via a UPnP network (Hwang: ^ 10). 



19. i Referring to claim 13, Shinohar;a-Hwang discloses the UPnP network is a 

•i' 'i ■ ! i' . I 

wireless UPnP network (i.e. radio network equipment) (Hwang: ^ 5). 



20. : Claims 30-32 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
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Conclusion 

21 . ' The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Ill Any inquiry concerning this connmunication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should; be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3905. The examiner can nomially be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 

1 If jattenjipts to reach the examinier by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

! ' .i '•• i . ,; . : 

: ■ 'i P :! ; 

;supefvlsor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infonnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
iRaterjit Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

;publi$hed applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

i : . ' . • 

you Hay^ quei^tidns on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic . 
Busiriess Center (EBC) at 866-217791197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
systelm^^U 8p0^786-9199ifN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Joseph E. Avellino, Examiner 
November 4. 2007 



